
Three Madras Muse um Copperplate 
Grants of Sakay544, 1565 and 1566 

V B 7 ~Ara a I e t 0 r e, M. A. 

TTieldlowing copies of the Kela<^i and Bahgar copper- 
plate grants were kindly given to me by the Rev. Fr. H, Heras, 
S. J., who procured them from the Curator, Government 
Museum, Madras. To both my indebtedness is hereby 
acknowledged. These grants have already been noticed 
by Sewell in his Lists K 

I THE KELADI GRANT OF SARA 1544. 

f 

It Opens with the usual invocation to Sambhu. It records 
that Eiava Murari, Kote Kolahala, Vishudha Vaidikadvaita 
Sidhanta Pratishthapaka, studying devotion to the Siva-guru, 
Keladi Venkat!apa-iiayaka’s_son, Bhadrappa-nayaka’s son, 
Viiabhadrappa Nayaka, on Ashvija Sudha Panchami, of the 
Prajotpatti Samvatsara, of the Salivahana Saka 1554, made 
a gift of land in the Koppa Grama, in the Kela4i-sime, 
(specified in detail), for the conduct of the service of the god 
Venkatesvara worshipped at the Sethagopaya Matha, of 
Upparagiri, with all rights._ The date of the grant is ^aka 
1554 Prajotpatti Samvatsara Asvija Shudha 5. But 1544 + 78 
= A. D. 1632, which is Ahgirasa but not Prajotpati as stated 
in the grant. “The cyclic year Prajotpatti corresponds to 
S. 1553”^ The date is not verifiable for want of other de- 
tails The language of the grant is in modern Kannada. 
It concludes with the usual verses about the witnesses — the 
Sun, and Moon, Wind, Fire, Sky, Earth, Water, Heat, Yama, 
Day and Night, the two Twilights and Justice — these know 
a man’s actions. The signature is that of Sri Venkatadri. 


i Sewell, List, II, p. 16 Nos. 106, 103, 104; Heiidersen, Catalogue 
of the Copper-plate Grants in the Madras Museum, p. 72, No. 
14; p. 60, Nos, 7 and 6; Rangachari, A Topographical List of 
the South Indian Inscriptions, II, p.'870, No. 297; p. 848, No. 4; 
p. 848, No. 5. 

- Henderson, o. c., p. 72. 

3 I am indebted to Dr. Sliama Sastry, Ph. D., for the verification 
of dates in all these three copper-plate grants. 
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tlieir grants deserves to be explained. Apparently a,, 
msigmficant point, if nevertheless speaks something about 
tlieii faith, rt has been taken for granted that they were 
Lmgayats ; ^ and that their two titles, “Vishudlia Vai- 
madvaita Siddhanta Pratislitapaka” and “Shivagurubhakti 
parayana”, are a proof of their devotion to Siva. This is to 
some extent supported by the fact that the last Huincha 
chief, as mentioned in the Jaina accounts, was a Siva- 
bhakta undei the name of Gunte Vodeyar, the progenitor of 
the Keladi family 2. Buchanan speaks of the “Kilidi” family, 
which originally consisted of hereditary chiefs (Gowdas) of 
five or six cottages, and of their being Shivabhaktas of the 
Malavar caster Tradition lends support to the view that 
they were Sudras by caste 


The origin of the family as given in the Siva fait vara f- 
nakara by Basava Raja of Keladi, also speaks of the dream 
of Chowdappa, father of Sadasiva, of the Linga, and of the 
treasure trove ^ Buchanan relates of a dream which Sada- 
siva had and of the temple of Islivara which he built by 
orders of the god who appeared to him in the dream 

There cannot be a doubt that the founders of the Ikkeri 
dynasty were reared in the atmosphere of Saivism. Whether 
in their zeal for the Siva cult they converted many of tlie 
Jainas into their faith or not will not be discussed here \ 
Almost all their inscriptions begin with an invocation to 
Sambhu. That the capital itself was a centre of Saivism can 
be made out from the fact that at Ikkeri there is a temple of 
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Cf. Rice, Afysorc and Coorg from the Inscriptions, p. 156. 

Rice, Mysore, 11, p. 355, note. 

Buchanan, A Journey through Malabar, Kanara, II, p. 254. 

Cf. Heras, The Aravidu Dynasty of Vijayanagara, p. 178. no(c 1; 

Wilson, The Mackenzie Collection, p. 333. 
Sivaffattvavafnakara, Kallola V, C!i. II. (Ed. by Rama Rno and 


Sundora Sastriar) 


Buchanan, o. c., II, pp. 255-256. 

Cf. Heras, o. c., p. 5^; Wilson, 0 . c., p 
Sfainc, /. A., H, p. 353. 


.62; Burnell. The Knrkal 
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on Sadasiva Nayaka the governorship of Barakurarajya ^ 
Tiue, undei Venkata If Saivisni found patronage in Vellore, 
Ikkeri, and even|n the little principality ofUIIal'i But how- 
ever much the Nayaks of Vellore and Ikkeri championed the 
cause of Saivism, it is certain that the faitli of the monarchs, 
and the faith that was making giant strides over the Empire, 
must certainly have exerted some influence over them. 

And we see this in the inscriptions and grants of the Ik- 
keri chiefs. In 1577 an inscription of Rama Raya Nayaka 
describing an enquiiy which he held as regards the misman- 
agement of the agrahara of Sadasivapura, opens with the 
usual obeisance to Ganadhipathi and to Sambhu, butalso con- 
tains a salutation tp the Boar The Boar can be traced to the 
Vaishnava influence \ This inscription, however, ends with 
“Sri Sadasiva”. In 1616 Venkatapa Nayaka granted lands 
for the matha of the Ramanuja sect at Ikkeri, and for the god 
Venkatesvara ^ In 1630 Virabhadra Nayaka gave a gift to 
Timmana’s son Linganna for the perpetual lamp of the god 
Ve'ikatesvara, in the pete of Ratnapura in the Kariur-sime 
The grant under review records a gift of land by the same 
ruler to the authorities of the Saphagopaya matha for the con- 
duct of the service of the god Vehkates'vara. In 1 640 Virabhadra 
Nayaka granted lands yielding 80 varahas in Maduvanke-nad, 
for the expenses of the gods Lakshminarasindia and Sach- 
chidanandesvara, whom Purushottiimayya Ramakrishnayya 
had set' up in Tirtharajapura k In 1641 again the same mo- 
narch granted lands for the Basariir mathta, with an instruct- 
ion that “out of this grant 6% formerly granted for god 
Shankarnarayana at the stream of the village,, will be paid 
at the regular time, and the balance of 67 varalia, 9 liana, 3 
haga will be taken for the matha”®. In 1664 Bhadrappa 


i Annua! Report of Epigraphy, Soiitlicrn Circle, 1901, No. 168; 

Heras, o. c., p. 179. = Hcras, o. c., p. 549. 

3 js. c., vm, Tl, 5. 

* Cf. M. A. /?., 1925, p. 47. 

3 E. C., VIII, Nr, 79. 

6 E. C., VIII, Sa, 157. 

7 C., VIII, Tl,4,31. 
s E. C., VIII, Tl, 88. 




Keladi grant by Virabhadra Nayaka, S.S. 1554. 

f Obverse.) 







M.ai sr-. by Vir.bb.J« N.yal., S.S. 1554. 

(Eevcrsc.) 
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granted to Lakshmana for the expenses of the god Shan- 
karnarayana of the Shankarnarayana agrahara on the bank o 
theTuhgabhadra‘. A grant of Somasekara in 1665 contains 
an invocation to the Boar=. In 1666 together with Ganesha, 
the Boar is also invoked •*. This epigraph ends with Sri 
Krishna". In 1674 a grant of Virabhadra to Basavalinga ends 
with "Sri Ramakrishna” •' In 1702 there is again an invocat- 
ion to the Boar 

The grants issued in the year 1575 and ^1577 are in the 
name of Sri Sadasiva®. Butin 1592 we have“ Sri Venkatadri”’. 
In 1604 we have again “Sri Sadasiva” but from 1615 we 
have “Sri Vehkatiadri” In 1659 there comes again" Sri 
Sadasiva” In 1660 the King signs in the name of “Sri 
Vehkatadri” From 1662 till 1666 we have the name of 
“Sri Sadasiva” But in 1666, as noted above, we have 
also “^ri Krislixia”; and excepting the year 1674 when both 
“Sri Sadasiva” and “Sri Ramakrishna” appear all the 
Ikkeri grants till 1740 conclude with “Sri Sadasiva”. 

From the fact that the whole of the Empire since the 
days of Krishna Deva Raya was permeated with the ideas of 
Vaishnavism; that the Emperors themselves were strongly 
Vaishnavite in their belief; and that grants in the name of 
“Veiikatadri” are intermixed with those bearing the signa- 
tures of “Sadasiva”, it must be evident that the Ikkeri 
rulers, who originally belonged to the caste of the Malavaru 
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E. C., vm, Tl, 34. 

Ibid., 

Ibid., 156. 

Ibid., 188. 

Ibid., no and 136. 

Ibid., 204 and 5; Sb, 475. 
M. A. R., 1923, p. 107. 

E. C., VIII, Tl, m. 


E. C., VI, Sg, 5; Kp, 61; VII, Sh, 2; VIII, Nr, 79; Sa, 108,157- Tl 3 
38, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 49, 54, 56, 57, 62, 66, 82, 83, 84 94 W 
p '^23, PP. 82, 88, 92, 95, n 2.' ’ ' 

£. C., VIII, Tl, 81. li Ibid., Sa, 44. 12 Ibid. Tl 7 48 

55, 70, 80, 85, 86, 92, 96, 145; Al. A. R., 1923 p 100 ’ 

£. c.. vni, Sa, 53; Tl, 70, 73, 184, 188. ’ u Bachanan, 
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and as such were nurtured in the ideas of pureSaivism, must 
have for some reason, of state rather than of conviction, a- 
dopted a more liberal attitude towards the other faith that 
was making rapid and^more powerful strides over the Ejii- 
pire. That the Ikkeri rulers were certainly broad-minded is 
evident from the grants which they made to persons who 
were neither Vaishnavites nor Saivites. A steady adherance 
to the Lingyat faith seems to have disappeared since the 
last days of Sadasiva. Dodda Sankana Nayaka, the elder son 
of Sadasiva, nominated by Bhadrappa as his successor, is 
said to have been deposed by Rama Raya for putting a Jan- 
gama priest to death ^ An infuriated action of one individual 
might not have had, perhaps, much to do with the eclectic 
tastes of the Ikkeri monarchs. But it is evident that to a large 
degree they were tolerant rulers. In 1631 Virabhadra Na- 
yaka gave a gift of land to the Masuti (Masjid) at the Tava- 
ragere pond in Anandapura ^ In 1719 Somasekara gave 
a grant of land to the Virakta matha in the Kalaur village ^ 
These together with the grants given above might explain to 
us the fact of a ’'*^ri Sadasiva” being mixed up so often 
with a “Sri Venkat-adri” in their inscriptions. 

Text. 

Namastuhga shira shumbi Chandra Chalnara charavet- 
railokyana (ga)rambha mulasthambhaya Sambhave Svasfi 
§r{ Jayabhyudaya Sal^ahana Saka varusha 1554 neya Prajo-t 
patti samvatsarada Asvija su 5 yallu Srimattu Upparageji 
Sefihagopayyana Mathada Vehkateshvara Devara devata- 
vechake Edava Murari Kdpe Kolahala Vishiidha Vaidika 
Dvaita Siddhanta Pratishtapaka, Siva guru blialdi parayana 
Keladi Vehkatapa Nayakara pautrarada Bhadrappanayaknra 
putra Virabhadranayakaru kotta bhudana taaibrasasanada 
krama venta endare Keladi Sime valag*^?^ ayive Koppada 
gramadalli divige manis jagadihda gadde kuiaga 4 kkesunloT 
rekhe ga 2%.3 birada dinda ga kke nillsidti ga 93 A-v. 


i Cf. Heras, o. c., p. 180. 
! B. C., vni, Sa, lOS. 

3 E. C., VI, Kp, 46. 
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ingto Tujuva tradition, visited Tuluva, with the Ganna 
Prince, the son of Chandra^ekara, was presented to him by 
me five refugees. Hoysala Narasimha had pity on the young 
Prince, and feeding him with bis own hands with milk grant- 
ed him fifteen villages on the banks of the river Netravati 
These fifteen magnes were the following:— Kela bahgadi, 
Belatahgadi, Mayabalalu, Uppinangadi, Puttur, Moger na^u’ 
Maninalkuru, Bayirakajekaru, Bantavala, Kodiyal, Sajeepa, 
Harekala, Varkadi, and Manjesvara. And the Hoysala ruler 
permitted the Ganga Prince to assume the name of “Vira 
Narasimha Bahga Raya”. It was thus that Narasimha Bah- 
gar laid the beginnings of Bangar power in Tuluva k 

In the 17th century, however, this family seemed to 
have moved from the interior to the coast. For Della Valle, 
who passed through Canara in 1623, says in a letter dated 
1st of December of the same yean— “It is a mile - or little 
more, distant from Mangalore, towards the North, and upon 
the sea, and the King that ruled there and in the cir- 
cumjacent lands being at this day driven out, is subject to 
Venkatapa Naieka- A musket-shot from Mangalore, on that 
side, is a small river which is passed over by a ruinous stone 
bridge and may likewise be forded — the above-said mile is 
through cultivated fields, and then you come to Banghei, 
which is a rich soil, and sometime better peopled than at 
present”, etc. etc. The Bangas were the allies of tlie Por- 
tuguese. In 1569 the Viceroy, Don Luis de Atayde, “went 
to Mangalore, twelve leagues to the south, to settle some 
disputes there which were prejudicial to trade. The dis- 
turbances arose from the enmity between the King of Ban- 
guel and the Queen of Olala, whose Kingdoms lay to the 
north and south of Mangalore respectively. The Viceroy 
was better received than anticipated. He had an interview 
with those two monarchs and settled their differences. On 
his return to Goa, he left with Antonio Botelho, the com- 


1 Aygai, Dakshim Kannada Jilleya Prachina Ifihnsi (in Kannada), 
p. 267. (Snarada Press, Mangalore, 1923). 
t Della Valle, II, p. 302. 
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S4 

hiya). The Kejahi kings, as is well known, were staunch Sai- 
vites. lt was to their mutual interest to join against the Bah- 
gar King, whose god also being Somanatha, Jess orthodox 
and who had allied with the foreigners, the Portuguese. It is 
about this war between the Kejadi King together with the 
Queen of the Chawpars against the King of the Bahgar prin- 
cipalit)^ allied with the Portuguese that Mr. Rice speaks 
in the following manner:— “By espousing the cause of the 
Queen of Ullal against the Bangar raja, he (Venkafcapa Naya- 
ka) came into collision with the Portuguese who call him, 
Venkapor, King of Canara” \ 

About the year 1617-J61S, ‘'when Don Joiio Coufinlio, 
Conde de Redondo, entered upon his duties as Viceroy, a 
war was in progress at Mangalore, where Salvador Rebeiro 
was in command. With the assistance of Dorn Diego Couti- 
nho, the Commander-in-chief of Malabar, he took the field ' 
against 11,000 natives, whom he defeated with a loss of on- 
ly six men. The King of that Banguel or District, who was 
friendly with the Portuguese, not being able to protect him- 
self against his enemy Ventaca Naik, made it over to. them 
for defence, and it was accordingly placed under the com- 
mand of Antonio de Saldanha . . . Soon after this the Portu- 
guese were attacked by a party of Canarese; and the Vice- 
roy therefore sent Francisco de Miranda Anriques with eight 
vessels and reinforcements . . . Anriquez having captured a 
rich ship from Mecca, belonging to the Queen of Olala, she 
in revenge sent a body of men to assist the enemy, who now 
laid siege to the fort of Banguel, and burnt the town. A 
sharp engagement earned, in which both sides lost heavily, 
but the advantage was claimed to have been in the side of 
the Portuguese. Anriques then made an attack on the fort of 
Olala but was repulsed and forced to retire” ". 

The Bahgar King fled to a place called Cognoroto '. 
This is the Portuguese way of naming Kanyarotii, modern 
Kasaragodu ^ While writing about tins war, 

1 Rice, Mysore and Coorg from the Inscriptions, p. 158. 

2 Danvers, o. c., 11, p. 199 ff. 

3 Della Valle, II, pp. 285-286; Aygal, o, c., p. 276. 

* Gray, Pyrad’s Voyages, I, p. 344, 
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conunutknis. Bttt tn any cnse (as he seemed to intend ho 
M'ould live neither in Venkafipn Country.nor in that of Goa. 
bid wouid continue in Cagnorofo, wliero he was at present, 
(which is a place beyond Alangalore Eastwards, and bc- 
lonp to another small but free Prince allied to Banghel. 
whither being near in's quondam territories, he had betaken 
tiimself). or else would wander here and tltere like a fugitive 
and nivadcr, disquieting these countries: titeri X^eaka^-pva 
was resolved not to give him anything at all" k 

There was some talk of tfie Bangar King receiving 
Spatiisii aidk But nothing substantial was given to the 
Bangar King by the foreign power which left him to the 
mea'V of Venkatapa Nayaka. The Keiadi King did not, how- 
ever. break completely tiie Bangar power. Della Valle, it is 
true, speaks of the Captain-General of the Keladi King, a 
A\oor of Indian race, by name iMiise Brn (=tMrise Byari?) in 
the Banghel territories V in 1653 there was a Bangar King 
called Kami Arasu Bangtjr. who gave grants of land to the 
temple of Vfrabhadra. tn ludubettu. I'utmr I'aluk *. i\\r. Aygal 
speaks of Kami Raja IV losing all power in 1763 wlieti the 
British acquired the District C One of their desce.ndants 
lives at Banga<j{. The Bangars were patrons of learning. 
About the year 1703 tlie poet Chandrasekara flourished in 
the court of Lakshmaua Bangar ^ 

Traces of Bangar influence cati still be seer, in Tuluva. 
Tiiere arc towns and families bearing the Bangar rmine. 
Buchanati speaks of an ancient city ic? Beltangaady. 33 nides 
east-nortli-east of Alangalore \ with a Jaina Temple ana vi 
fort belonging to the Bangar Rajas Ba.hgaui. 24 miles 
north-east of Uppinaiigady. at the foot of the Ghats has 
ruins of a fort called '*Bahe:ar-KotTai" • (Fort of the B.r gsrs' 


t Delia VuUe. h. pp. 2S5-25i3. Ka^ara^eoda to try 
aud not ea.^twards of .Mangaloa'. - 

Und.. p. -47. the EdUor is ‘'Bey" a s etN-y . 

* Sewell. Z.iV.'s'. ii. p. 271. Here the Teluk is sate te re TP- “ 

sady. '' Aygal. o. c,. 2S4. 

* A7nve/:.:r/re. H. p. o^d. ' Sewell. L.y.s. I- 

Buchanan, rnnv/s. II. p. 24A * Sewell. Ih P.* •“■■■ * 








Bangar grant by Sankaradevi, S.S. 1565. 
(Revorso.) 
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akki svastlie bhumiyannu Vamana mndre shile stiiapitann 
niadi kott-u yi dliannmakke bittevagi yJ stlialada chatus simc 
vologana nidlii nikshepa jala pashana akslii agaiiii sidiia 
sadliyangaliniba appa bhuga tejasvam 3 ^agalanu anubiiavisi- 
kopdu ninima santana parampare yagi, acliandrarka sayi«a- 
lagi yT dharmavannii Vishvamurti svamigala Saiiketadalli 

iiadisi kowdu babe yidakke namma santana parampare 

yagi alijsida pakshadalli Kashiyalli sahasra go hatya madida 
patakakke bahevu namma kula Svami Smiianatha Devara 
padakke Tappidavarn yendu kot-ta dharma ^asana yidakko 
dhnrmasaksliigalu Adifya Chandrav anilanalasclia dyaur 
bliuniir apo liridayam Yanias cha ahas cha ratrisclia ublia 
cba Sandbye dbarmas cha janati n (arasaj^a) vrittam (sva) 
dattam para dattam va yl bareta Vasundliaram ^asiitir vn- 
rusha saliasrani visbra^mm ja 3 mti krimilii svadattad dvign- 
iiani puu 3 ^ani para dattanupalanam paradattapa/iarena sv'a- 
dattam nisbpbalam bhavetu dauaf svargain avapnofi palanad 
Acliyutam padani Sri Somanatlia. 

B. The Bah gar Plate of Snko 1566. 

It is similar to the one given above, and records the 
grant of two villages Pnda and Amrapadi. in the Kanancbi 
'sime with all rights by VfraNarasimha Shankara DevT, sister 
of Lakshmappa arasa Bangar, to Venkatapati Deva of tlio 
Sandal 3 m Qotra, Aslila 3 ’’ana ^utra. of the Palace, in^ the first 
da 3 Mn the monf)] of Kartika in the 3 'enr Tarana, Saka ladd 
(21st October 16d4) ^ Both these plates are written in mo- 
dern Kannada. 

Text. 


Namastunga Sliiras cbunibi ebandra chamnra chara vo- 
Irai (16k3m) nagarambba mulastbnmbbaya Sambliave Svasti 
$ri Ia 3 mbbyudaya Salivahana Saka Varusba 1506 no Tarnn.’. 
snmvadsarada Kartika sudba 1 llu Sriibatu Lakshniapp.ara- 
sarada Bangara Tangi_Viranarasbimha Sankara Devi Barga- 
ru ^andalya Gotrada Asiiia}'ana Sntrada Pajn Kemnnavartc 
Venkatapati Devagalige Kotta bbudannda Tam brnsnsanndn 

1 Henderson, o. c.. p. CO. Rangachari. o. c.. 11, p. 8W, 







Bangar grant by Sankaradevi, S.S. 1566. 
(Hovorso.) 
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The Year of Shivaji’s Birth, 

1627 or 1630? 


By Prof. K. H. K a m d a r, M. A. 

For the last four years a very acute controversy has 
been raging in Maharashtra over the important question of 
Shivaji’s birth-date. It has now assumed a continental and 
academic importance of the highest value. The life of Shivaji 
no longer stands as a local episode in Indian history. It is a 
great national asset The sources of its history in .Marathi 
must be adjusted and reconciled to contemporary Persian 
and European accounts. But the difference of opinion on the 
birth-date of the great king needs an early settlement from 
another standpoint. The advocates of the two dates, 1627 
and 1630, have adduced evidence, the examination of which 
goes to the very root of scientific research in Indian history. 
If raises the most important question of methodology. The 
plain issue is how far the historian should accept or reject 
particular types of evidence in historical investigation.^. 

It is necessary to clear up one point at the outset. The 
writer of these notes does not bid for favour from any one 
of the parties — the party of 1627 and the party of 1630. He 
will try to approach the question as an unbiased student 
and teacher of Indian history. 

The traditional year of Shivaji’s birth is 1627 A. D, or 
Saka 1549. Grant Duff, Ranade, Prof. Limaye, Rajvade, . 
Sardesai and Kincaid, distinguished names in the literature 
of Maratha history, do not dispute the date. They are re- 
inforced by Prof. Jadunath Sarkar, the eminent, jiidicioti.^: 
and painstaking writer of the history of Aurungzeb’s reign. 

Grant Duff accepted the year 1627, but fixed' the month 
in March. The now accepted month is April. There are 
discrepancies with regard to the day of the birth, ranging frojn. 
the second to the fifth day of the bright half of Vaishakha 
But these small discrepancies are irrelevent to the subjec 
under discussion here. The year, 1630, is supported mainJ) 
by some workers in Maratha history in Poona, the duet o 




